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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The response received on 24 April 2008 has been placed in the file and was 
considered by the examiner. An action on the merits follows. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 13 March 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

5 101 Rejections 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 27-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§101 have been considered, but are not persuasive. The claims 27-37 are not about 
transforming an article or physical object to a different state or thing. Claims 27-37 is 
just claiming an archive, which is just a collection of paper. Therefore, the rejection to 
claims 27-37 under 35 USC §101 will not be withdrawn. 

§112 Rejection 

Because the applicant had amended claim 37, rejection of claim 37 under 35 
USC §1 1 2 will be withdrawn. 

§ 102 & 103 Rejections 

The applicant argues that Reber fails to disclose a roll of spliced together Media 
Assets. The examiner does not agree with the applicant. If the applicant had recited that 
an archive of a plurality of media segments are physically spiced together and wound to 
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form a roll, then the applicant's argument can be right. However, the claims does not 
recite that the roll was formed by winding the plurality of media segments physically. So, 
creating a digital archive by linking or binding a digitized representation of the media 
disclosed by Reber can read on a roll of spliced together Media Assets. 

The applicant argues that Reber fails to disclose a condensed Roll of Spliced 
together Media Assets. The "condensed" roll of spliced together Media Assets is not 
recited in the claim 27. It seems the applicant arguments are based on the specification 
of the application. The examiner only reviews the claim based on its claim languages 
itself without reading the specification on it. 

The detail rejection will be provided below including the new added claim. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 27-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 27-37 are drawn to functional 
descriptive material NOT claimed as residing on a computer readable medium. MPEP 
2106.IV.B.1(a) (Functional Descriptive Material) states: 

"Data structures not claimed as embodied in a computer-readable medium are 
descriptive material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of 
causing functional change in the computer." 

"Such claimed data structures do not define any structural or functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention 
which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized." 
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Claims 27-37, while defining an archive, does not define a "computer-readable 
medium" and is thus non-statutory for that reasons. An archive can range from paper 
on which the program is written, to a program simply contemplated and memorized by a 
person. The examiner suggests amending the claim to embody the program on 
"computer-readable medium" in order to make the claim statutory. 

"In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium encoded with the data 
structure defines structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
and the computer software and hardware components which permit the data structure's 
functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory." - MPEP 21 06. IV. B. 1(a) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Regarding claim 37, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. 
See MPEP § 2173.05(d). In claim 37, the applicant uses the phrase, "such that" which 
can be equivalent to "such as." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
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applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Reber et al. (US 
6,636,869). 

Regarding claim 27, Reber discloses an archive (abstract, "media data") of a 
plurality of media segments (abstract, "piece of media") from a motion picture (Fig. 1 , 
"VTR'S & OTHER Media SOURCES") comprising: 

a roll formed by winding (Fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 48-50, "VTRs") the plurality of media 
segments (col. 1 , lines 42-58, "clips"), each segment spliced to another of the 
segments, wherein each segment has a location within said roll and a first information 
(claim 7, ".. originates ..."); and a database (Fig. 1, "Media Database"; claim 7) having a 
record for each segment associating the location of the segment within said roll, with 
said first information (claim 7); whereby said database provides said first information 
and the associated location in said roll of the plurality of media segments (claim 7); and 
whereby the physical volume required to store said plurality of media segments is 
reduced and the accessibility of said plurality of media segments is maintained (Fig. 1 , 
"digitizing"; col. 3, lines 48-55, "It is inherent that if the VTR's data is digitized and stored 
on a hard disk drive, then the segments will be reduced and it will maintain or increase 
the accessibility of the data via computer"). 

Regarding claim 28, Reber discloses that the first information is comprised of at 
least one of a key number associated with a first end of the segment, a splice 
designation, and a note labeling the segment (abstract, "labels"). 
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Regarding claim 29, Reber discloses that wherein one of the segments has a 
frame, said frame having a second information and a location in said roll (claim 7); said 
database further having a record associating the location of said frame with said second 
information; whereby said database provides said second information and the location 
in said roll associated with the frame (claim 7, "a time range ..."). 

Regarding claim 30, Reber discloses that the consolidated archive of claim 29, 
wherein said second information comprises at least one of a key number, a slate record, 
a flash frame designation, and a wave designation (col. 8, lines 33-44, "unique 
identifier"). 

Regarding claim 31 , Reber discloses further comprising: a digitized media file of 
said plurality of file segments ((Fig. 1, "digitizing"; col. 3, lines 48-55), said media file 
having a substantial correspondence to said roll (claim 7); whereby said database, from 
the location in said roll of said frame, identifies a portion of said media file substantially 
representative of said frame (claims 15-18). 

Regarding claim 32, Reber discloses further comprising: a digitized media file of 
said plurality of file segments ((Fig. 1, "digitizing"; col. 3, lines 48-55), said media file 
having a substantial correspondence to said roll (claim 7); whereby said database, from 
the location in said roll of said frame, identifies a portion of said media file substantially 
representative of said frame (claims 15-18). 

Regarding claim 33, Reber discloses that wherein one of the segments has a 
frame (claim 7), said frame having a second information and a location in said roll (claim 
7); said database further having a record associating the location of said frame with said 
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second information (claim 7); whereby said database provides said second information 
and the location in said roll associated with the frame (claim 7); and whereby said 
database, from the location in said roll of said frame, identifies a portion of said media- 
file substantially representative of said frame (claims 15-18). 

Regarding claim 34, Reber discloses further comprising: a client (col. 4, line 50); 
a media server having access to said media file (Fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 26-67; col. 5, lines 
1-10); and a network (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 26-67; col. 5, lines 1-10); said network 
connecting said client to both said database and said media server(Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 
26-67; col. 5, lines 1-10); thereby providing said client with communication to both said 
database and said media server (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 26-67; col. 5, lines 1-10); at least 
one of said database and said client further having a means for selecting from the 
media server a portion of the media file to be provided to the client (col. 4, lines 50-53); 
said client comprising a means for searching the database (col. 4, lines 50-53); a means 
for displaying results provided by the database (claims 58 and 170); and a means for 
displaying the portion of the media file provided by the media server (claims 58 and 
170); whereby the accessibility of said plurality of media segments is increased (col. 4, 
lines 50-53). 

Regarding claim 36, Reber discloses that wherein said media file is suitable for 
use by a non-linear editing station (col. 1, lines 42-65). 

Regarding claim 37, Reber discloses wherein the client further comprises: a first 
means for indicating to said database a portion of said roll and a format for delivery 
(col. 4, lines 25-67; col. 5, lines 1-10); said database responsive to said first means, 
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such that an order is generated to prepare said portion of said roll according to the 
format; whereby a user of the client can order the media segments from the 
consolidated archive (col. 4, lines 25-67; col. 5, lines 1-10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reber et 
al. (US 6,636,869) in view of Hoffert et al. (US 2001/0014891 ). 

Regarding claim 35, Reber discloses all the previous claim limitations except the 
one recited in claim 35. However, Hoffert discloses that said media file is streaming 
media (paragraph [0082]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Hoffert's invention in Reber's invention to provide dynamic 
linking or binding as suggested by Reber (col. 2, lines 45-46). 

10. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reber et 
al. (US 6,636,869). 

Reber discloses a storage device for reducing the physical storage volume of a 
plurality of physical media segments from a motion picture comprising (col. 2, lines 62- 
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67, "physical source mediums ..."): a wound roll (Fig. 1; col. 3, lines 48-50, "VTRs") of 
the plurality of physical media segments, each segment being physically spliced to 
another of the segments (col. 1 , lines 42-58, "clips"); each of the plurality of physical 
media segments has a location within the roll and a first information (claim 7, ".. 
originates ..."); and a computerized database (Fig. 1, "Media Database"; claim 7) having 
a record for each segment associating the location of the segment within said roll, with 
said first information (claim 7); whereby said database provides said first information 
and the associated location in said roll of the plurality of physical media segments (claim 
7); and whereby the physical volume required to store said plurality of media segments 
is reduced while maintaining accessibility each of said plurality of physical media 
segments (Fig. 1 , "digitizing"; col. 3, lines 48-55, "It is inherent that if the VTR's data is 
digitized and stored on a hard disk drive, then the segments will be reduced and it will 
maintain or increase the accessibility of the data via computer"). However, a physical 
storage volume occupied by the wound roll of the plurality of physical media segments 
being less than the physical storage volume required for the plurality of physical media 
segments when unwound and not spliced together is not disclosed by Reber, but it is 
widely and well-known fact by one of ordinary skill in the art. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
utilize Reber's invention to implements the features disclosed in claim 38. 
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Conclusion 

11. No claims are allowed. 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOHN Wahnkyo LEE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9554. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (Alt.) 7:30 
a.m. - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jingge Wu can be reached on (571) 272-7429. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jingge Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



/John Wahnkyo Lee/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2624 
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